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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is a First Office Action Non- Final Rejection on the merits. 
Claims 1 - 7 are currently pending and have been considered below. 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Specification 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The following title is suggested: Method and Device for Secured Payment 
Transaction Using Credit Card on Internet. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 - 2 are objected to because of the following informalities: "c h a r a c t 
e r i z e d " should be --characterized-. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 1 , claim 2, 
"poison" should be -position--. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claims 1 - 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 and 2 recites the limitation "the internet" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the establishment" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "the step of establishment" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 3-7 depends from claim 2. Therefore, they carry same deficiency. 

Claim 5 recites "taking over" in line 3. It is not clear what it means by taking over. 

Appropriated correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Sandberg-Diment (hereinafter Sandberg) (US 5826245). 
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As per Claim 1, Sandberg discloses method for payment through the Internet 
(12) utilizing a multi position character code (22), including the establishment of a first 
Internet-connection (li) between a customer and a merchant and wherein the customer 
puts a payment order (Abstract), characterized by the following steps. 

transferring a first section of the character code to the merchant through a first 
connection through said first Internet connection (ii) (Figure 2, Figure 3 and Column 2 
line 32-48), 

the merchant initiating a second connection through a second Internet 
connection (14) between a payment agency and the customer (Figure 2, Figure 3 and 
Column 2 line 32-48), 

the merchant transferring said first section of the character code (22) to a 
payment agency (20) through a separate connection (Figure 2, Figure 3 and Column 2 
line 32-48), 

transferring at least a further section of the character code (22) from the 
customer to the payment agency, the payment agency executing the payment (Figure 2, 
Figure 3, Column 2 line 32 - 48 and Column 3 line 55 - 67). 

As per Claim 2, Sandberg discloses method for payment through the Internet 
using a multi poison character code (22), including the steps of establishing a first 
Internet connection (ii) between a customer and a merchant and the customer putting a 
payment order (Abstract), characterized by the following steps, 
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transferring a first section of the character code from a computer (10) associated 
to the customer to a computer (13) associated to the merchant through a first 
connection in the first Internet connection (ii) (Figure 2, Figure 3 and Column 2 line 32 - 
48), 

the computer (13) associated to the merchant transferring said first section of the 
character code (22) to a computer (15) associated to a payment agency through a 
separate connection (Figure 2, Figure 3 and Column 2 line 32 - 48), 

the computer (13) associated to the merchant initiating a second connection in a 
second Internet connection (14) between said payment agency and said customer 
(Figure 2, Figure 3 and Column 2 line 32 - 48), 

transferring at least a further section of said character code (22) from said 
computer (10) associated to the customer to the computer (15) associated to the 
payment agency (Figure 2, Figure 3 and Column 2 line 32 - 48), and 

the computer (15) associated to said payment agency executing the payment 
(Column 3 line 55 - 67). 

As per Claim 3, Sandberg discloses the step of transferring a consecutive 
sequence of numbers at the end of the character code (22) as said first section of the 
character code (22) (Figure 3). 

As per Claim 4, Sandberg discloses wherein said consecutive sequence forms 
one half of the character code (22) (Figure 3). 
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As per Claim 7, Sandberg discloses wherein the computer (13) associated to 
the merchant transfers said first section of the character code (22) to a computer (15) 
associated to said payment agency through a separate Internet connection (Figure 3 
and Column 2 lines 32 - 48). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

10. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sandberg-Diment (hereinafter Sandberg) (US 5826245). 

As per Claim 5, Sandberg does not explicitly discloses the steps of the computer 
(15) associated to the payment agency taking over said first connection to establish said 
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second connection ("taking over" phrase is not clear and is interpreted as "disconnect" 
for the examination purpose). However, Sandberg discloses sending first data package 
with first connection and sending second data package with second connection while 
allowing time interval of 30 seconds between transmissions (Figure2, Figure 3, Column 
2 lines 32 - 48, and Column 3 line 1 - 28). 

The Examiner notes, disconnecting first connection to establish second 
connection does not modify the operation of Sandberg. Modifying the method of 
Sandberg to have included disconnecting first connection to establish second 
connection would have been obvious to the one of the ordinary skill in the art because 
the inclusion of such step would have been obvious matter of the design choice in the 
light of the method already disclosed by Sandberg. Such modification would not have 
otherwise affected the method of Sandberg and would have merely represented one of 
many steps that the one of the ordinary skill in the art would have found obvious for the 
purposes already disclosed by Sandberg. Additionally, applicant has not persuasively 
demonstrated the criticality of providing this step versus the steps disclosed by 
Sandberg. 

See Sinclair & Carroll Co. v. Interchemical Corp., 325 U.S. 327, 65 USPQ 297 
(1945). 

As per Claim 6, Sandberg does not explicitly disclose the step of interrupting 
said first connection when said second connection is established. 
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However, Sandberg discloses sending first data package with first connection 
and sending second data package with second connection while allowing time interval 
of 30 seconds between transmissions (Figure2, Figure 3, Column 2 lines 32 - 48, and 
Column 3 line 1 -28). 

The Examiner notes, disconnecting first connection to establish second 
connection does not modify the operation of Sandberg. Modifying the method of 
Sandberg to have included disconnecting first connection when second connection is 
established would have been obvious to the one of the ordinary skill in the art because 
the inclusion of such step would have been obvious matter of the design choice in the 
light of the method already disclosed by Sandberg. Such modification would not have 
otherwise affected the method of Sandberg and would have merely represented one of 
many steps that the one of the ordinary skill in the art would have found obvious for the 
purposes already disclosed by Sandberg. Additionally, applicant has not persuasively 
demonstrated the criticality of providing this step versus the steps disclosed by 
Sandberg. 

See Sinclair & Carroll Co. v. Interchemical Corp., 325 U.S. 327, 65 USPQ 297 
(1945). 

Conclusion 

1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Travor et al. (US 6070154) discloses internet credit card security. 

Fisher et al. (US 20030126094) discloses persistent dynamic payment service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to IG TAI AN whose telephone number is (571)270-51 10. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 9:30 AM to 5 PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew S. Gart can be reached on 571-272-3955. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Matthew S Gart/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 3687 

ITA 
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